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The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-6, 12, 13, 16-24, 29, 30, 33-40, 48 & 49 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 

103(a) as being unpatentable over Kennedy, U.S. patent Publication #2004/0203977 in 

view of Carlson, U.S. Patent Publication #2004/0028199. 

Kennedy discloses a computer-readable medium (see claim 66) that will establish 

communications with multiple communication devices in the form of a conference call, 

[0003], by selecting a multiparty call group - Abstract. Kennedy's computer, 

communication device, includes a display (104) and a GUI (106). In [0017] Kennedy 

discloses that soft keys are displayed in GUI (106) and those soft keys are used to 

implement some of the functions of buttons (109). In [0018], Kennedy discloses that 

that display (1 04) or GUI (1 06) may be used to present a menu (1 25) to a user to select 

between different options or functions to be performed on the communication device 

(100). Menu (125) may include a multi-party call feature (126). The user may use the 

scroll buttons (110) and (112) to scroll between the menu items, such as the multi-party 

call feature (126). Therefore, a group of potential conferees is selected by using the 

phones GUI. Even though Kennedy discloses in [0025] that a conference between all 

the members of a multi-party call group can be established simultaneously without 

having to individually dial the phone numbers of each member separately, Kennedy 

does disclose in [0003] that it is well known to establish a conference call among a 
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plurality of participants by separately/individually calling each member of the conference 
call. Kennedy does not disclose applicant's step of updating the contact information of 
each of the conference's participants during the conference's set-up phase. However, 
Carlson does disclose this step in [0033], where Carson discloses that participant status 
information is then transmitted to other participants. To have provided Carlson's 
teaching of providing the call status of each of the participants of a conference call into 
Kennedy's conference calling system and method would have been obvious to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art, because the person possessing ordinary skill in the 
teleconferencing art will readily recognize that both Kennedy and Carlson are perfecting 
different techniques in a conference call, and the elements of one inventors conference 
call can easily be incorporated into the another conference call. For claim 3, see 
Carlson's Fig. 7, under "Participant 746". For claim 16, it is inherent that if one is 
attempting to get another participant into a conference that the conference originator will 
keep trying to get the other participants to answer the phone by re-dialing them. 
Concerning claim 18, see [0025] of Kennedy, 2 nd to last sentence. 

Claims 7-1 1 , 25-29, 41-45 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Kennedy in view of Carlson as applied to claim 1 above, and further 
in view of Knappe et al '168. 

Knappe et al disclose a conference call between multiparties, with the additional 
ability of certain conferees to participate in a sidebar (private conversation) by 
muting/attenuating, col. 1 , lines 60-67, their audio streams to the other participants of 
the conference. To have provided Knappe et al teaching of having a private sub- 
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conference in Kennedy's conferencing method would have been obvious to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art, because both references are concerned with 
teleconferencing and the skilled practioner will readily realize that the elements of one 
teleconferencing invention could easily be incorporated into another teleconferencing 
invention. 

Claims 14, 15,31 , 32, 46 & 47 are objected to as being dependent upon a 
rejected base claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all 
of the limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Biby et al., and Plahte et al 

Any inquiry concerning this communication should be directed to Creighton H. 
Smith at telephone number 571/272-7546. /\ / / / / 
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